REMARKS 



Claims 2, and 5-14 are now pending in the application. Claims 1, 3, and 4 have 
been cancelled, and Claim 14 has been added. Minor amendments have been made to 
the specification and claims to simply overcome the objections to the specification and 
rejections of the claims under 35 U.S.C. § 1 12. The Examiner is respectfully requested 
to reconsider and withdraw the rejections in view of the amendments and remarks 
contained herein. 

Specification 

The specification stands objected to for certain informalities. Applicants have 
amended the specification according to the Examiner’s suggestions. Therefore, 
reconsideration and withdrawal of this objection are respectfully requested. 

Rejection Under 35 U.S.C. § 112 

Claims 1-10 and 13 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 112, second paragraph, as 
being incomplete for omitting essential elements, such omission amounting to a gap 
between the elements. Claims 9, 11, and 12 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 112, 
second paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly 
claim the subject matter which Applicants regard as the invention. Applicants have 
amended the preamble of Claims 9, 1 1 , and 1 2 to overcome these rejections. 
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Rejection Under 35 U.S.C. 5 102 



Claims 1-3 and 6-13 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being 
unpatentable by Suzuki, et al. (U.S. Pat. No. 6,226,617). 

The Examiner's attention is directed to independent Claims 2, 9, and 13 which 
include the limitation that the system utilizes an imager to capture an image of the 
product to be recycled. The image is then compared to a plurality of images to 
determine which image is most similar to the image of the product being disassembled. 
Upon making this determination, the system then constructs a disassembly diagram 
corresponding to that product. While Applicants acknowledge that the Suzuki reference 
(U.S. Pat. No. 6,226,617) utilizes a camera, it does so to retrieve numerical product 
information or to determine the amount of wear or abrasion an article may have. The 
Suzuki reference does not teach comparing these images with known images to 
formulate a disassembly procedure. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

The Examiner states that Claims 4 and 5 would be allowable if rewritten in 
independent form. Accordingly, Applicants have amended Claim 2 to include the 
limitations of Claims 3 and 4. Therefore, Claims 2 and 5, and dependent Claims 6-8 
should now be in condition for allowance. 

Conclusion 

It is believed that all of the stated grounds of rejection have been properly 
traversed, accommodated, or rendered moot. Applicants therefore respectfully request 
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that the Examiner reconsider and withdraw all presently outstanding rejections. It is 
believed that a full and complete response has been made to the outstanding Office 
Action, and as such, the present application is in condition for allowance. Thus, prompt 
and favorable consideration of this amendment is respectfully requested. If the 
Examiner believes that personal communication will expedite prosecution of this 
application, the Examiner is invited to telephone the undersigned at (248) 641-1600. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Dated: / 7 , 

Harness, Dickey & Pierce, P.L.C 
P.O. Box 828 

Bloomfield Hills, Michigan 48303 
(248)641-1600 

GGS/CAE/smb 
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